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2 tter he sent you on May 25 , rather thas 
3 dated May 30. Enclosed in that letter was a copy of a 
HI Times editorial, " Tongue-Tied Justice ,« and a letter dated 8/28/66 
from Mr. Weisberg to Mr. Wolff in which Harold Weisberg refers to 
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•evexaxions to him that he had been ordered not to review 
whitewash . Mr. Weisberg told me that he' never received the Wolff 
letter which the Times reprinted on May 30, and he doubts very much 
-sent if. He tola me that he has given the matter further 
and he feels that what the Times has done may well be action- 
is his feeling that the nubile at ion of Wolff* s 
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with Kaplan's review with no 
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thing 

GO 

stop it or, raor 


itsel 
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reprehensible. 
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him to respond 
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50 of John Kaplan's book 
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limes 
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in see, Kaplan ai 


:s Weisoerg 


lay 5 s trial whi 
I still do not 


Kaplan faulted in Ruby * s. 
six eve that you oerson- 


what the Times is doing to kill t-hi 
our name, and you have apparently d 
importantly, to correct it, and tli 
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book. 


do not know 


wnat goes on oeiima the scenes, 
little less nuxve than X was 
r I spoke to you originally 


page roundun of letters 


review has doubtless 


;a n hardly rectify 

«- c n 


£D _h k. 1 


; our • 


that _ was not worth ordering. It surely convinced many read 
of _tne_ Times that it was not worth reading. Hoiking short of a new 
and unbiased review of Frame-Urj in the wages of the Ti 
this at host immoral treatment” which the Times has aff 
on a most important of subjects. In the light 
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review, however. 


i. t 'W’ \ 


me of this letter as anger. 


assure you onat il is written much more in sadness than anything els®. • 
.all I js&rn say is God help us if the same treatment is afforded all other 
nor oi conscience who, like Harold Weis berg, have- the courage 


on 


to S'oeak 


Sincerely, 


Jerry Poliooff 



